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been brought to the notice of the League of Nations by Ecuador in
November 1932, but it was not until the 2nd January, 1933, that the
Colombian Government formally submitted their case to the League.
By this time, the danger of a clash between the Peruvian and Colom-
bian armed forces was becoming acute. On the 6th January the com-
mander of the Peruvian army division at Iquitos had telegraphed to
the commander of the Colombian expedition which was making its
way up the Amazon warning him that 'military measures' had been
taken in order to prevent 'any acts of hostility' against the Peruvians
who were 'legitimately occupying the Leticia zone in virtue of the
professed principles of the free determination of nationality3. On the
llth January, the Colombian Government brought this communica-
tion to the notice of the Peruvian Government and appealed to them
'to take all necessary measures to ensure that the Peruvian officials,
forces or other agents' should not oppose the Colombian forces when
the latter were engaged in the * legitimate operations' of reoccupying
Colombian territory and restoring the lawful authorities. The Colom-
bian Government reiterated 'the assurances already given that, once
Colombian sovereignty is restored at Leticia and in the adjacent
territory, if there is then any other question which the Peruvian
Government desires to discuss, the Colombian Government will be
prepared to do so in a genuine spirit of conciliation'. In replying to
this note on the 14th January, the Peruvian Government declared
that there could be no question of their forcible retention of Leticia,
since it was not they who were responsible for the occupation of the
port, and that they did not desire the abrogation of the 1922 treaty
but merely the modification of the frontier line established by it.
They added, however, that 'the precautionary measures which the
military authorities at Loreto were . . . obliged to adopt were the
consequence of the large-scale preparations made by Colombia for
forcibly overcoming the occupants of Leticia, who, in view of the
fact that they were Peruvians and had been actuated by the desire
to regain national territory, could not be abandoned to the uncer-
tainty which threatened them5. The implications of this passage of
the Peruvian note were underlined by a statement made by the
Peruvian Ambassador in Washington on the 23rd January, to the
effect that the Loretanos were determined to oppose any use of force
by Colombia and that Peru could not stand by passively when the
interests of Loreto were at stake. On the same day (the 23rd January)
the Colombian naval expedition left Manaos and proceeded up-stream
towards Letieia, and the Colombian Government despatched identic
notes to the Government of the United States and to all the other

